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V!!. Delta Resource Management

A, GOAL
Government programs and private developments should be guided
by consistent use of coordinated standards and project
evaluation systems.

B.    OBJECTIVES
1. Governmental programs should be more thoroughly coordi-
nated to reduce fragmentation, overlap, and inconsistency
between programs.

2. The Delta P!an should be a basis for all decisions and
actions in the Delta.

C, RECOMMENDATIONS
1. FOR LOCAL ~OVBRNMENTS

a. Urban and residential expansion and rela~ed services
(sewers, roads, electricity, water) should not be extended
into the "Rural Delta" (See glossary for definition and map
on page 35.) except in presently authorized growth areas
adjacent to existing towns, settlements, and cities.

b.    The following growth or potential growth areas (~’.~sted
in a olockwlse sequence around the Delta) should recelv~
special attention:

(1) Freeport. The land between Interstate 5 (in
Sacramento City) and Freeport (in Sacramento Coun~yi
mhould be left in open space, farming, or park !and.
The rural identity of Freeport (as well as all
villages) should be preserved.

(2) Stone LakBs-Morrlson Creek area. The Stone Lake
bamin west of I-5, east of SPRR, and south fo the
p~oposed Highway 1Q8 alignment, and all adjauent flood~rone
areas should be managed as open space.

(3) Lodi-Stockton Corridor. Growth should not be ’
allowed to link the two cities into one urban complex.
The "prime" land between ~he cities should be protected
by adequate buffers to permi~ continued farming.
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(ii) Montezuma Hills. A portion will be Industrlal-
Ized but a study, due in 1977, will determine how
much satellite industry will be added to the authorized
Dow and proposed Arco plants. A port and power plant
have also been propomed. The hills are a ~IEniflcant
scenic resource, and developmen$ should preserve ~hat
quality by use of good desIEn and se$1ng, with maximum
m±tigation measures.

(12) Sacramento Deep Water Channel-Lindsay-Cache
Slough Area. Industry should remain clustered to
the north in the vicinity of the port. "Strip
industrialization" of the manmade channel should not
occur. Residential growth from West Sacramento
southward should emphasize skipped-over lands and
should not be allowed to intrude upon the juncSu~e of
Jefferson Boulevard and the deep water channel.

(13) i~ie~n. A city ~iooded in I~7!, izle~on ~houid
be provided 100-year protection. Xn determining ~he
most appropriate system, consldera~!on should be given
to cost benefits, amount of area ~o be protected, lo~s
of agricultural lands, and pressures for urbanization.

(i~) Agriculuure Related indus~ry. Because of cannery
needs for isolation and large areas for waste disposal,
these industries will seek the outer por~!ons of the
Rural Delta near inte~sectlng railroad lines and roads.
A high degree of ca~e should be ~aken in the location
of ~hese uses to m~tiga~e adverse impacts on water
quality, agricultural production, t~af~Ic increases,
urbanization, and nearby lands identified ~or recrea-
tion or preservation.

m,    Signi~ican~ resource areas (historic, natural, recreational,
and production) as identified in She Del~a Plan and any future
local and/or s~ate inventories, should be glve~ a high level of
protection from adverse alterations, with the most extensive
feasible mitigation when an adve~sm impact is unavoidable.

d. The charmoter o~Delta ~u~al ~own~ and set$1ements (recog-
nized as "regional oultu~al resourc@s") should be protected by
all possible means, sumh as ~oninE, design review procedures, use
permlt~, eommunlty ~lans, specific plans (see Government Code
Section 65~50 ), and planned unit develoDments. Methods of
reviewing building permlta Sot cultural and esthetic values should
be considered. Examplem of suoh ~owns are: Freeport, Courtland,
Walnut Grove, Locke, and Ryde (Sacramento County)~ Clarksburg
(Yolo County)~ Woodbridge and Thornton (San Joaquln County)~ and
Byron (Contra Costa County).

37

C--111034
C-111034



e. The Delta local governments should identify the types of
uses that should be subject to special review in the Rural
Delta. Standards for review, which promote compatibility
with the surroua~din~ setting, should be developed, uslnE the
Delta Action Plan and the Delta Waterways Use Program as a
guide.

f. The Delta Waterways Use Program (see the 1976 Delta
Master Recreation Plan.., The Resources Agency, and Appe~dlx
B ~fth~=~doeum~n~-) should be studied carefully by local
~overnments with any proposed refinements addressed to theesources Agency. Thereafter the’ program should ’be considered
for adoption by all logal boards as ~he standards for water-
ways use management, with revisions made periodically as
necessary.

g. The DAPC Delta Plan should be endorsed and used by all
local agencies as a guideline for dec!slon maMing !n
Del~a.

h. A Delta advisory planning or~anlzation should coordinate
multl-agency programs, amend the Del~a Plan as necessary, and
implement its recommendations as feasible.

2. FOR OTHER AGENCIES

a. An existing agency should be designated to coordinate
the administration of federal, state and local permits
through a "Delta Permit Forum," Such an intergovernmental
forum should be convened at regular intervals to provide a
one-tlme review of all proposed multiple-permlt projects.
Each permit and review agency would continue to exercise its
present assigned function, but with the advantage of full
information and coordination at one time.

b. Significant resource areas (historic, ~atural, recreational,
and production) as well as natural hazard areas, shomld ~e more
thoroughly inventoried in a multl-agency state, local, and
regional effort, aided with state fundi~ and coordinated by the
Resources Agency. (See Appendix A for a preliminary inventory
of these areas). (All aEencles).

c. Project’s using public funds or requiring state or
federal permits should be conditioned to mitigate adverse
impacts accordin~ to the following Euldel~nes, as well as
those already established by law (i.e., EIR sufficiency):

38

C--111035
C-111035



--    ARPEND I X B

DELTA WATERWAYS USE PROGRAM

The follow±ng set of atandards £o~ ~utdlng the use and development:
~n, one over, and abutting the Del~:a vaterw-ye w~ de.loped
~oin~ly £r~ cha Delta.A~t~.~lan ~d ~h~ ~sour~s ~ency
~s~-r ~cr~ion P~n. It is only a~s~ry although
EnEin~rs often r~l~es hea~ly on reEio~l and s~te pl~s for
issulnE i~s pe~s. Hoover, ~he ~sourccs Secre~a~

~or c~ do t~ s~ for uhe entir~ execu~i~ br~h. ~ut only
~he les~slature c~ ~ke ~hese standards ~ndaco~ for
e~nus and sp~ci~ dis~icts.    Each Co~t7 can �~ ordi~nccs

effo~. If ~anges become necessa~, the mech~Ism for ~nd~n~ of
~hls pro~r~ t~ouEh ~he ~sources Secr~a~ shoed be ~ad. To

~n the 1976 ~.,l~a .~s~e~.~c!emc~on Plan has been ~ed In ~hls
doc~en~, includ~ ~a ~el~ce on i~sh~l" as a.~ndato~ dlrec-

pl~ ca~ot ~ these d~cislons. ~e f~ dlffere~es in l~guag~
requested by ~C have been add,d ~n i~l~cs. ~e pro~am
orEa~zad as foll~s:

PAGE

A,    Pu~o~ of ~he Progr~ , . . .
B3

C. Doctrine of ~he Publ~ Trot . . . ¯ ¯ 84
~ ~ita ~aSe~ays Cla~sifi~atlons

~. Natur~ ~, , , , ,.. ¯ , , . . ¯ 87.
C. Scenic Area , , . . , , , . , , , , , 88

D. Multiple Use ~ea , . . , . . . . . .
g. Special Use Zones

1. ~euric~ed Wa~ Zone , . . . . . 88
2, Li~ted Speed Z~� . , . , , , , 89
3, ~crea~al Use Z~ne., , , . ¯ 89

~l~a Waterway~ Project S~da~ds
Poli~y of "Wa~e~D~p~nd~nc" Projects .

~neral Project
1. Pla~inS ~d Coordination.. , ¯ 92
2. Sit~g and Co~t~cuion, . ¯. ¯ g3
3. Public Health and Saf~y . . . . 94
~, Envlro~en~al and Aesthetic , , ¯

D. Specific Pro~ec~8 S~andards
i. Plood Control Projects. . .              95

3. ~sportation~ Water ~nvey~ce
and Ut~icy Pro~crs . . . . . 97

5, Co~rcial Projects . ¯ , , ¯ , ¯ 98
6. Priva~e Projects . . . ..... 99

B2

�-111036
(3-111036


